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Reflections upon the Baptiſt Circular Letter, 
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His Mi ſrepreſentations Defamation, "Abuſe of Scripture, 
. Quotations, and unſound Doctrine. 
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Thou ſhalt not 1 Po witneſs againſt thy neighbour.” | 


MORAL LAW, | 
Think not that 1 am come fo deſtroy the law, ; 
- JESUS CHR1ST4 


We Know that the law ts coed] if a man uſe it lawfully. . 
Ic law is nade or the lawleſs, _ | 
| ; | PAUL, 8 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 
Een 
N 

| HE W Letier at  Autceſtcr vas 
I Gated early in June, 1786. Our 
next Aſſociation was at Leominſter, iw 
May, 1787. I had not then heard a 
word of Mr. Bradford's Publication. But 
not long after, ſome copies of his Letter 
were ſpread in our Town gratis, and ſome 
in Wales. I had the peruſal of a copy, 
and was rather ſurpriſed to obſerve the 
Writer's temper ſo malevolent. Some 


weeks after, I drew up a few Remarks on _ 


his Law of Faith, by way of amuſement, 
without any deſign. to print. Some friends, 
who ſaw them, expreſſed a wiſh to have 
them publiſhed : but I let them lie dor- 
mant, having not written them with that 

view. In the Summer 1788, T went to 
London * buſineſs; and found that 
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Mr. B. had ſpread ſome of 105 Ketter 


there; and that reports were various, | 
fome wondering that the Letter was not 
anſwered; others: boaſting that it was un- 
anſwerable; and a third party wiſhing to- 
ſee a reply to it; and fo on. As, ſeveral 
expreſſed a defire that I would ſuffer my: 24. 


Remarks to appear, I tranſcribed them, 


made ſome alterations in my former 
rough draft, and thus conſented to the 
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1 by the Circular Lelter* at Aulceſter, 

A that it happened to be my lot then to ſign it, 3s 
behalf of others as well as of myſelf. That Let. 
ter, it ſeems, gave great offence to John Brad- 

« ford, A. B. late of Wadham College, Oxford 
„ Chaplain: to the Right Hon. the Counteſs of 
„ Huntingdon.” Out of reſpect to his honors,. 

- titles and connexions, he ſhould have cooled a hits 

' tle, and not have written his Lau of Faith in ſuch 

a heat. I was not the writer of the Letter; but it 
appears plainly in the very front of it, that it was. Pk 
deligned to oppole © the {zbertine doctrine of x, * 7 
„ TIHNONKEAMISIE: nies 7 3 


* It may be proper to inform ſome of our readers into whoſe  - - 
hands this may fall, that the Baptiſts in feveral parts of this 
kingdom, as well as in America, form themſelves into ſepatute 
bodies, compoled of feveral churches,. as from their diſtances 
from each other may be moſt convenient; and that ance a year 
the Minifters and Meffengers of the feverataffociated Churches ; 
meet together to give an account of the ſtate of religion in their g 
Societies, to adviſe with each other in any difncult matters, 5 
and to engage in Fler worſhip of God. Obs 

At each annual Aſſociation aLetter is prepared by one of the 
Miniſters, and read to the general body, and when approved, + 
ſigned by the Moderator, and ordered to be printed and circus - 
laced amongſt the Churches; the general Rpt ot of which is to ; 
caution the followers of Chriſt againft errors, and to ſtir them 

up to the practice of picty and univerſal holineſs, + 
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I had heard complaints of Libertines and Ranters: - 
in and near Birmingham, long before Mr. B. knew 
the place in his preſent connexion: and the Bap- 

tiſt Church there was ſo grieved with perſons of 
ſome ſuch diſpoſitions, that their Letter to the Af. 
ſociation in 1784 informed, that eleven of their 
members had been excluded, and the greateſt part 
of them for Antinomianiſm. This will eaſily ac- 
count for the following paſſage in the Aulceſter 

Letter: 4 On this work of all hereſies (the liber- 

a tine doctrine of Antinomianiſm) ſome of you, 
bbrethren, have repeatedly deſired our thoughts 
IJ in a Circular Letter.“ Fheſe things conſider. 

„ $4 ed, who eould ever have expected Mr. B. to 
advertiſe his reader, that he found himſelf brand 
* ed with the opprobrious name of Antinomian, as 
« denying the Law to be a rule of life or conduct 
to a believer ? — Pray, how could he find him 
"= f felf in our Letter ſo branded? Not by his name, 
* nor by any of his titles. In ſigning the Letter, I 
8 certainly had no thought of him: I knew the 
cXomplaints about Birmingham long before. My. 
name was readily ſet to confront the libertine doc- 
trine, not thinking of any thing perſonal. 
£ ; Not many months before the Aulceſter Meet- 
| | ing, I had, in a friendly manner, invited Mr. B. to. 


_ preach in my pulpit, as more convenient. than the 
= M '. place he then intended to occupy for that purpoſe. 
| By He readily accepted my propoſal. I and others 
Eo attended. We thought his doctrine then ſound 
and good. We had heard him once before, and 


E- knew nothing amiſs in his doctrine or conduct, 

1 being a ſtranger pafling through the town. W hat- 
ee.iuver happened after, ] was under no temptation to 
nt think of him in aſſenting to the above Letter. If he 
= found himſelf therein branded, it muſt have hee. 
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er. His name. is not in it; 


by his name or chara 


nor any thing elſe by which he can juſtify. whar 


| he ſays. I am ſorry that he has given room, to 
every reader of our Letter, and of his Advertiſe- 
ment, to aſſert that the charge is utterly falſe. But 

perhaps he may ſay, that he 1s branded as a Libertine 


Antinomian. Pray, are there no more Libertines 


than himſelf? Why muſt he feel above all 
others? But the fact is, Mr. B. hath branded him 
ſelf evidently and publicly, though he thought 
proper to charge me and others with it. Let any 
dadifferent perſon peruſe his. Letter, and ſee, if 
the general drift of it throughout, be not to deny 


abſolutely the validity of the moral lau as a rule of 


conduct now to a believer. „ 624 


— 


As he found himſelf fo deſcribed in; our er, 


he ſteps forth boldly, as thus confeſſing, I am 
the man, the libertine Antinomian you oppoſe.“ 
As Mr. B. was educated at Wadham College, he 
muſt needs know the obvious meaning. of Anti. 


nomian; and the Circular Letter explains what 


we mean by it thus: © Antinomianiſm is that 
doctrine which oppoſes the authority of the 
„ moral law, conſidered as a rule of conduct: 
and an Antinomian is one who denies that be- 


_ * lievers are under obligations to obey the moral 
„% law.” Now in his e ene he openly de- 


elares, and the ſecond of his capital heads is to 


prove, „that a believer has no more to do with 


* the law than a woman has to do with a former 
*© huſband, who is dead and buried.“ Pages 18, 191 


This is true, regarding juſtification, but not regard. 


ing conduct in life. It is rather extraordinary that 
Mr. B. ſhould reckon the name o e 
yet be ſo warm an advocate for the thing. He 
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„ 
may! have ſome | | reaſon for rejetting abe, 
lee page 2 ſays, n 


* ſome perſons are Antinomians, who never- 


+ theleſs, we hope, from the force of other princi- 
«.ciples, love, practiſe, and delight in holineſs.” 
Why could not Mr. B. fee himfelf deſcribed here, 
and eſteem it friendly and charitable ? He fays, p. 


8, „ If it be Antinomianiſm, to ſay, that God has 


no pleafure in wickedneſs, &c. in that cafe I am 
an Antinomian. Then pray, why cannot he 
likewiſe: ſay, It / to deny reſolutely, that the mo- 
ral law is a rule of life and conduct to a be- 
& lever, be Antinomianiſm :; in fuch a caſe, I am 
an Antinomian.” But leaving this, I proceed.“ 

Page , he talks of giving an 8 with meck- 
—— and fear. It is not oy to find any great de- 
gree of theſe in his Letter. He bs grievouf? 
ly of malicious reports, abominable falſehoods, acts 


of injuſtice and cruelty, liſtening to evil ſormiſes;. 


Kc. and ſticking at nothing to ruin his character 


Does he charge the Elders and Meſſengers at Aul: 


ceſter with all this? Are theſe to be found in the 
Circular Letter? But does not Mr. B. in his Let. 


ter attribute the whole to them? I, tor myſelf, ab- 
ſolutely deny the charge, and challenge him, or 


ken 4 of his friends, to prove, that ever] ſpoke a dif 
pectful word of him, before Haw his Letter: but 


: of 1 his ſpirit and doctrine ſince, though 


not with malicious words. In his Letter, he caſts 
fire- brands, arrows and death, without much meeks 
neſs or fear, at me, and others, I ſuppole, as free 
of his charges as wyſelf. But our comfort: is, that 
dhe curſe cauſeleſs ſhall not come. 

As he diſapproves of defamation ſo much, one 


* have expected him to be more ſparing: 5 
the 


—— 


3 9 + 7 


the-moſt cenſorious are too often found very crimis» 


nal. Now let us take a ſhort view of the meek - 
neſs, fear, and veracity of this modeſt writer. He 
com plains of being branded, though neither named 


nor intended by me. He ſet his name and titles 
to his own Letter, where he brands himſelf ſuffict- 
_ ently. Let any judge Whether he ſpares branding 
and defaming the e pda at Aulceſter. What 


he ſays, in his Letter, we are to take to ourſelves, 
let who may, if any, be guilty. There we are ſtiled, 


pretended friends, but the greateſt enemies to him, 
and to the doctrines of free grace; you 4 we profeſs 
_. otherwiſe, We are in effect charged wit 


Does he know that any of the Meſſengers ſaid any 
ſuch thing ?: If not, why muſt he apply it to them 
Why muſt they be denominated falſe Prophets, 
wolves. in. ſheep's clothing, undermining the goſ- 

I, &c. ?: pages 4, 6, But wei have more of it 


ill; Miniſters of the devil, ſkilled like him in ar» 


 gument—uttering great ſwelling words—laying a 
paper of powdered. arſenic upon the table, with 
an inſcription, calling it powdered: ſugar- candy 


Phariſees, who know as little of the power of di- 


vine grace; as they do of the treachery of their 
oven hearts—pages 6, 7, 8. Still more, ſpeaking of 
the Meſſengers, he ſays, < Surely! they muſt. have 
drunk deep of the golden cup, fulkof all abomina- 
tions theſe are the drunkerds of Ephraim, &e. 
page 11. Is not this branding to ſome purpoſe ? 
He cannot ſuppoſe us honeft in ob but 
hold ſomething reſembling the popiſh doctring of 
« ſupererogation.” —making a diſtinction only in 
 pretence—pages 25,.26. and attempting to ſet up. 
man's perſonal righteouſneſs, to the effettual ex 

f. Ide a> 


_ 


7 


ſaying, that 
the greateſt unbeliever is in the ſafeſt Rate; page a2. 
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defi 


without: quoting 
cContrary to 1 le 


eluſion of the righteouſneſs of Chriſt, I 
This is part of the charafter given us by il 1e meek. 
Chaplain of the Right Honorable the Counteſs of 
Huntingdon: If we be fo fond of ſheep's clothing, 


he is even with us, and plays over again the old 


trick of dreſſing Chriſtians ben e "—_— 
om to the fury of the dogs. 
33 B. remarks, that our Fenix produces 7 
+4 mean ring the doctrine contained i id. To 
it is right to prove every religious doctrine 


by os ane BY e e many in our 


Letter would have ſwelled it beyond the bounds 
3 would wiſh-to know of Mr. B. —_— 5 
is be quoting chapter an to the divine wo 
nd verſe ; or to. reaſon 
t cite many texts} 
_ miſapply, pervert, ps 9 abuſe them? The- 
e ay ſerve as e e wa e prove of ; 
no terty in applyin n ve ot 
enn — N 1 957 * 
Page 8, he cites detached parts of Gal. in. 1 14 | 
17. to denote, s, how ſome of the Baptiſts 


had received Hike; though, I ſuppoſe, not many of 


the Meflengers at Aulceſter: Yet forme who had 
neceived him very cordially, faw reafons to cool in 


their affections; though not by his telling them the 


truth, If this citation can be of any fervice to him 
in the preſent Kn * is welcome to make _ 


ben of it. 


The deſigned turn given by him to Mar. Xvi. 
WIE" P. 17. as if that text did not mean water 
baptiſm, and that of believers only, is not at all to 
be wondered at, he is fo uſed to ſuch perve 5 
But the apoſtles, and other miniſters then, onder. 
food our Lord's commiſſion, as appears in Acts 
vit. 13. 36, &c. and xvi. + _ Sc. 
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Pages 19, 20. we are referred to Heb, xii. to 
2 find the nature, end,.ahd iſſue of a law- work; 
and are told, that * the gie 
„ conbiction as if thoſe Hebrews were very 
young believers, Whatever may be ſaid of their 
non-proficiency, from chap. v. 12, &c. and ſome 
other paſſages, it ĩs evident that they were believers 

of long ſtanding, and heir character as ſuch is given 

in chap. vi. 9, 10. and x. 32, &c, They were ce 
10 mount Sion, ſo were not under the fiery law of 
mount Sinai, 6hap. xii. 18, &c. It is very evident, 
that the apoſtle in that chapter is comferting be- 
| levers under long perſecutions and many troubles. 
But by Mr. B.'s rule in applying ſcripture here, 
every believer that bath need of patience is but un- 
der a law-wark, and under conviction. If Heb; xl, 
refers to a law-work, then the law muſt be of ſome 

ſervice to a believer. e e e , an oe 

But of the ſeveral ſcriptures abuſed and per- 


verted, I am now moſt of all ſtruck with his gloſs 


zn P · 5 30, 31. upon Jam. ii. 1 „ &c. in which the 
ae deſign evidently is, 8 prove, that faith 
without works is dead! ver. 20. 26. But we ave 
told, that the work there ſpoken of, „can mean 
Th nothing elle but the work or act of faith.“ Pray, 

is not the act of faith, faith itſelf ? Then the apoſtle 
muſt reaſon thus: . So faith, if it hath not faith, is 


dead, being alone.” But perhaps Mr. B. will lay, 


Not fo ; but the mere profeſſion of faith, without 
the reality of faith, is dead, being alone.” Then it 
1 will run thus: Thou haſt fait in profeſſion, and 
] have faith in reality: ſhew me thy faith in pro: 
« feſſion, without thy faith in reality; 1 


„ ſhew thee my faith An profeſſion, by the inward 


< att of my faith. This way of torturing the ward 
of God is really ſhocking; I am really grieved * it. 
| | W et 


2 
FEE” 


*eauſe thou haſt obeyed my voice.” 
vera more perfonal obedience? But the dexterity 
ol this writer will ſet the expreſs eommand of God 

at variance with the moral law. We need not 

wonder at his attempt to ſet the Aulceſter Meſſen- 
| Ses at variance with themfelves, and with the truth. 


| i 12 J Rl 
Let us alittle donne the ſubj jeft, Ver. 21. fay %, 


that Abraham's work was ns his ſon Ie. 


Ver. 22. ſays, that faith wrought with his works, 


Here is plainhy the inward exerciſe of faith with 
Bis dutward work. Yet Mr. B. ſays, his work was 
his act of faith, not hrs perſonal obedience. How | 
awful this! when Jehovah hi imſelf ſaith, Becauſe 
om v1 thou haſt done this ching becauſe thou haſt 


7 my voice. Gen. xxil. 16. 18. And in 


| Heb: xi. 17 Ke. this notable deed of the Patriarch 
petfatal bbetlerice Ws the 000 1 for his Lok | 


was contrary to that law: though God oh « Be. 


Letlus proceed, and fee how Rahab is treated. 


Her work, referred to by the apoſtle, was * re- 
bs ceiving ne meſſengers, 3 „ 2 and ſending them out 
another way, ”. Heb. xi- 31; The inſpired apoſtle 
names her among the elders who obtained a good 
report by faith, and mentions the ſame work of 
receiving the ſpies. But our daring writer ſays, f 
The Works, by which ſhe is ſaid to be juſtified, 


«were contrary to the moral law, betraying her 


country and telling lies.“ 1 with the Tutors in 
Wadham College, Oxford, had taught their pupil 
to uſe the word of God with better manners, and 
zeſs wantonneſs. He hath taken up the language, the 
profane language of our bold Free-thinkers, Who 


fear not God, nor regard his word. Thus have we 


the works of Abraham and Rahab boldly arral igned 


48 en, though io much ac n by two' in- 
d 


as there - 


N 


Tpired New Teſtament writers. But unhap! ily for 


Mr. B. he acknowledges that they were juſtified by 
their ſecret acts of faith, when the very conduct of 
both, according to him, was centrary to the moral 
law, and even profane, Thus he becomes an advo- 
cate for the very dregs of Antinomianiſm. But I 


would hope it is inadvertently, and not in prin- 


ciple and deſign. By this view of things, one might 
_ conclude, that perſons may be gurlty of murder, 
lying, treachery, or any other immorality; yet be 
juſtified by their ſecret act of faith at the ſame time, | 
though not by their immorality. This naturally 
reminds me of the paper of powdered arſenic; re- 
preſented as powdered ſugar- candy. But we have 
and illuſtrate all this. „„ ä 
One perverted text more, and I proceed. In p. 
31. he cites 2 Cor. xiii. 5. The text ſays, * Know 
« ye not your own ſelves, how that Jeſus Chriſt is in 
«you, &c. It is thus cited, Know yenot even of 

« yourſelves, that Jeſus Chriſt, &c.“ Ifhall leave the 
reader to judge, whether this appears fair or no.— 
There are ſeveral other ſcriptures very impertinently 
cited; but theſe ſhall at prefent ſuffice. It is rather 
following his example too much, to ſay, as he does, 
that the devil quotes ſcriptures to ferve histurn; 
and perhaps more ſkilfully than Tome” Writers. He 


in Mr. B's Letter a number of ſcriptures to prove 


7 ; 
jet 434 rnart $2} 
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is an old fſerpent. 


is not one among them all that amounts to a proof, 
that “the moral law is not a rule of cordul ct to a 


believer;” which was the very point he undertook" 


to prove. I do not blame him for not producing 

oxe text to evidence his aſſertion; for he could not! 

ind it. But anwary readers may ' ſuppoſe, that 
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me objections to Mr. B.'s manner of 


me | ” OR 
* bliſhed, is this; all the duties | enjoined by the 


tation: 
66 By 
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« By our on righteouſneſs we petfonally honor 
our Maker; we experience the-exalted pleaſures 
found in the practice of holineſs; we enjoy com- 
„ munion with God, the teſtimony: of a good con- 
« ſcience,/and a delightful ſenſe of the approbation- 
06 ehe 51 10055 7% ng, 7 NR EPI TN 
In our Letter, page 8. this paragraph begms thus: 
+ Theſe were ſome of the ends which were to be 
_* anſwered by our obedience to the moral law, as 
„the law of our creation; and a perfect rule of 
conduct. By our on righteouſneſs we were per- 
ſonally to honor our Maker; to experience the 
4 exaltedpleaſures which are to be found in the prae- 
4 tice of holineſs; enjoy communion with God, 
&c. This citation is not only wrong, but it perverts 
and entirely turns the 215 of the Letter. That 
expreſsly mentions the ends to be anſwered by 
our obedience to the law, as the law of our creation, 
and that before the Fall; and accordingly it ſays, 
Wewere perſonally to honor our Maker.” But the 
citation ſays, We perſonally honor, &c.“ that 1s, 
we now'do it by our own- righteouſneſs; were is 
left out wholly, and to, beforeexperzence, which words 
denoted in their connection the time paſt, even 
before ſin entered. But Mr. B. makes the whole 
to ſpeak of the preſent time. And to carry on the 
impoſition, Where the Letter ſays,” to experience,“ 
the citation ſays, © e experience; and adds; 
Me enjoy, &.“ Thus the whole period, which 
in the Letter refers to the time before the Fall, is 
now repreſented as referring to our preſent time. 
Such are the honeſty and integrity of the good 
Lady's Chaplain © When he had fabricated" the 
8 to his on purpoſe, he exclaims hideouſly, 
ying; * May the Lord ever keep me faithful to 
* oppole ſuch blaſphemous ſentiments as theſe, and 
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detect ſuch dam nable hereſies!” This is the prac- 
tice and language of our bold Oxonian. 
his paragraph, ſo perverted and miſrepreſented; 


* 


1 underſtood : thus when I ſigned the Letter. The 
two or three firſt lines of it are artfully. omitted in 
the citation, But let the whole go together fairly, 


then, it appears to me as denoting. ſome of the de- 


Signs in giving the law before the Fall. So it is plain» 
95 expretied, we were to do ſo and ſo; that is, our 


rſt parents were to do ſo, in obedience to tlie 
moral law, as the law of creation; or mankind 


were to do ſo. But the perverſe citation ſays, © We 


+ honor—IWe experience, &c.“ denoting that we 
nom doit, when our Letter ſays no ſuch thing— 


But perhaps Mr. B. may plead, that the Queries 
cited in p. 12. do plainly imply the preſent time. 


To this it may be replied, That the paragra 


h 
evidently refers to the paſt time till it come to * 


+ 


Queries; but in them it refers to the preſent time, 
and J underſtand them thus. i. Do we by the 
righteouſneſs of Chriſt perſonally honor, God ?** 
that is, Cana believer honor. God, by the righte- 
< ouſneſs of Chriſt, when he pays no regard to the 
moral law as a rule of condutt ?—g. *Do we, by 
that righteouſneſs, experience the exalted plea- 
** ſures which are only tobe found inthe practice of 
« holineſs ?” that is, Can a perſon without holineſs 


experience joy and peace in believing? Poſſibly 
Mr. B. entertains but a low opinion of holineſs; 


but I am now giving my on opinion ofthe paſſage. 
—3. Doth the righteouſneſs of the Redeemer 


« capacitate for communion with God?” In other 


words, Is the man who. deſpiſes the moral law, as 
a rule of conduct, capacitated by the righteouſnefs 
of Chriſt for communion with God ?—4, Is it 


by that we enjoy the teſtimony of a good con- 


© ſcience, 


„„ 
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* ſcience, and a delightful ſenſe of the approbation 
of Jehovah?” that is, Can a perſon who difre- 
gards every command in the Bible, have the teſti- 
mony pit, 64 conſcience, and a delightful ſenſe 
ng 


of his pleaſing God through the righteouſneſs of 
Chriſt ?—The ſenſe of the whole paragraph ſeems 
to me to be no more than this, That the righteoul- 

- neſs of Chriſt, imputed to believers for juſtification, 
was never intended to exempt them from fearing 
God, or keeping the commandment of a blelled 
Redeemer, out of love to him. I hope Mr. B. is 
nearly of the ſame opinion, though he fomehow _ 

miſunderſtood this paragraph; but I do not ſee that 
it contains either a blaſphemous ſentiment, or a 
damnable hereſy. . HTS FE FE IPP 
Our Letter, p. 4. fays, We allow, that obliga- 
tion to obey the moral law ſuppoſes a capacity of 
being governed by a law. Fhis capacity man has, 
being a rational creature, and a free agent. Now 
ſee how our fair Author cites, page 19g. * It is ad- 
- * mitted in the Baptiſt Letter, that it would be ab- 
ſurd to ſay, that the law was a rule, if man had 
not a capacity of keeping it. They ſay, man has 
this capacity. Let any impartial perſon” read 
our Letter with care, and ſee whether it will juſtify 
ſuch a quotation as this. The original ſays, that 
man has a capacity of being governed by a law. The 
citation charges the Letter with ſaying, that man 


has a capacity of keeprng it. Having framed the paſ- 
lage thus to his hand, he proceeds magiſterially tio 
confute it. If he had happened to miſtake once or 
twice, one might rather wonder that he did not fee 
his error at laſt. But it ſeems he was determined to 
repreſent our Letter as ſaying any thing to ſuit his 
turn, then father the whole upon us. The Letter 
does mention capacity or ability to be governed by a 
| Su Ss 3 law, 
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law, ſix or ſeven times; but never once, a capacity 
or ability in fallen man to- keep the moral law: Yet 


our Author hath the aſſurance to charge us about 
fourteen times with ſaying, that man now has a ca- 
pacity or ability to keep the moral law, and fulfil it. 
This is the perſon that boaſts fo much of his goſpel 


liberty. I wiſh he may be more watchful in future. 
But he fays, page 9. * I reſt aſſured, that God will 


not ſuffer his own truths to be materially injured: 


by the weakneſs of his poor ſervant.” —I hope 


to follow.  __ : 


Fiese LE 1 . 
I now proceed to take a little notice how Mr. B. 


confutes what he calls our doctrine. There we ſhall: 


find more of his integrity... _ 5 
When J heard the Letter read, before I ſigned it, 


it was conſidered and underſtood by me, as de- 


hgnedly pointing at the Libertine Anti nomian 


doctrine, as it is mentioned in the front of it. It is 
well known, that different perſons have a different 
way of expreſſing themſelves on the ſame ſubject, 
though in the general they agree in ſentiment. 


Their ſtyle likewiſe often differs. Neither do readers 


always fee and form ideas alike. Mr. B. and I hap- 


pened to have apprehenſions very wide of each: 


other in reading the Circular Letter. He thought 


proper to give his opinion to the public: ſome of 


my thoughts are now given, and I have a feẽw more: 


" | 


The moral law is: defined in our Letter, p. 2 


as conſiſting of all the preceptive part of the De- 
4 calogue, or ten commandments, with every 
thing elſe of the ſame nature, that is diſcover- 
. « able by reaſon, or revealed in ſcripture.” This 
includes every divine command in the Bible, or 
any khing of the ſame nature that may be juſtly 
_ deduced from it. 1 | Ft. 


ReſpeQing 


N 8 : 
1 


ReſpeRing Mr. B.'s Introduction, I ſhall ad 
very little to the. hints already given. The ſpirit 
that runs through it gives notice of What is com- 


ing. I readily agree with him to reſt the whole 


upon the word of God. He adviſes his readers 
to read and judge for themſelves. I have done ſo. 
1 take the whole from his own pen. Where he 
ſo defames the Aulceſter Meſſengers, and trum- 
pets forth his own applauſe, let him make the beſt 
of that. Readers may eaſily underſtand him 
He oppoſes ſtrenuouſly, that particular term 
or phraſe, Nie lau a rule liſe or conduct to a 
« heliever, p. 10. This he eſteems, a pernicious 
poſition, entirely ſubverſive of the goſpel. The 
moral law, as above defined, includes every word 
of God, that is of a preceptive nature; even ad. 
vice, direction, warning, &c. and all in the pre- 


ceptive form, ſuch as believe, obey, repent, &c. 


Mr. B. propoſes this phraſe, The ſcriptures are 


the rule of faith and practice; then adds, 


“ Surely this is as-extenſive in its meaning as to 
4 ſay, that the law is a rule of life.“ p. 26. We 

do not object to this phraſe, but we: think it fully 
implied in ours. But we are told that our phraſe 
« implies, that the believer is under the curſe, 
though we believe no ſuch implication. : We ſhall 
ſee how that is by and by. Mr. B. ſeems to be 
highly diſpleaſed with the written law of ten com- 
mandments, as unworthy of a believer's notice, 
and as if it Were contrary to the law of the Spirit. 


p- 27. Our Lord ſums up the whole law in two 


commandments, love to God, and: love to man, 
Matt. xxii. 36—40:: ſo love is the fulfilling of the 


law, ſays Rom. xiii. 10. Can Mr. B. bear it in 
this form? He ſays, p. 33. There is a defire 


* and diſpoſition in the mind of every true be- 


8 « leyer 


0 liever, ariſing from a ſenſe of Go 48 love, ey 
maintained by God's Spirit, to live in confor- 
% mity to the divine will; &c. Very well: This 
is the law put into their mind, and written in their 
hearts, according to Heb. viii. 10. Conformity 
to the divine will is obedience to the divine moral 
law, or to the word of God. This is all for which. 
Wwe plead. . Fic? h 
But we are told, page 175 that,” 8 ike greateſt 
* « confulion ariſes from not clearly diſtinguiſhing 
between obedience to the moral law, and obe- 
dience to the goſpel. It is obſervable, that the 
two phraſes above, both ours and his, mention 
the /cripture ; which inchales both law and goſpel. 
The moral law, in ours, includes every thing of a 
Preceptive nature, be it called law or goſpel. In 
| P: 25. it is allowed, that a diſtinction is “ made 
«« between the law as a covenant, and the law as a 
rule; and, that it has been adopted by ſome able 
% writers; who, Mr. B. believes, were Honeſt i 
5 0 their diſtinction. Our Letter ſays, p. 6, „ That 
_ 4 believers; are delivered from the law, conſidered 
'& as a covenant of life, is a glorious truth, which- 
. 4: we NN. allow, and in which we great! re- 
« joice.— But we affirm: they are ſh} under it, as 
b rule of conduct. But this ſuſpicious Chaplain 
cannot/ſuppoſe_that we are honeſt in our dillinc- 
tion, becauſe, in another place, the believer is 
< ſaid to be under the law in its covenant form, 
.< inaſmuch-as it offers rewards according to obe- 
< dience.” Pray, who ſays ſo? Not our Letter. 
But Mr. B. thinks proper to inter that, and aſſert 
it. Then he does, in his way, cite a paſſage out 
of p. 5. of our Letter, which runs in the original 
thus: Let us now take ſome notice of the nature 


45 of thoſe rewards which the law W the 
« the 


+ 
* the rewards of the law we mean, that happinefs 
+ which is to be obtained either zn obedience touts 
authority, or in conſequence of obedience.” 1 


did not underſtand this at all in a covenant form 
to fallen man; for the Letter in the ſame page 


ſays, „As a rule of conduct, it c the law of our ' 
ereation. As a covenant of life, it was a gra- 

«, cious conſtitution; according to which God pro- 
miſed to beſtow eternal life on him who ſhould 


perfectly obey it. If Mr. B. cannot ſuppoſe 


our diſtinction bone here, I hope another eaſily 
can. This covenant form refers in this place to 
the time before the Fall. It is above obſerved, 
that what the Letter mentions. of the ſtate of inno- 
cency, he makes it to ſpeak of the preſent time. 
It would have been but honeſt in him to have made 
4 diſtinction between the einn and the n 
time. 5 
In p. 26. Mr. B. Ache mat rewards OY 
Erh ſuppoſe a covenant of works. Does he ſup- 
poſe that covenant to be meant Pſal. xix. where 
law, ſtatutes, &c. are mentioned, and in ver. 11. 
which ſays, * In keeping them chere is great re- 
ward?” Our Author in that page ſays, with a 
ſneering aur, * Is not here great encouragement to 
work?“ — Undoubtedly ; the believes has great 
encouragement to work, and is aſſured that his 
labor is not in vain in the Lord. Mult all works 
bring the believer under the law in its covenant 
form ?. Are there any goſpel. Works? Who have 
more encouragement to Work, from a right mo- 
tive, according to the divine rule, to a proper 
end, than believers? Does the: reward make the 
whole a covenant: of works ?- I am ſorry that a 
perſon of his pretenſions can write at this rate. 
k Cor. 1 iii. 8. ſays, „Every man ſhall receive his 
- | * S 
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1 
*-own reward, according to his own labor.“ And! 
ver. 14. If any man's work abide—he ſhall re- 
ceive a reward.” Ver. 15. If any man's work. 
fhall be burnt, he ſhall ſuffer loſs. Is not here 
great encouragement to work? The rewards of 
believers are mentioned through the Bible, from 
Geneſis to the Revelation. Strange, if all this. 
brings true believers under the law in its covenait 
, 0 IH Go 
Mr. B. is not likely to be overloaded with. 
works of ſupererogation. He does not ſeem well 
to underſtand them; or elſe he talks rather in a 
_ Jucicrous manner about them. In the ſame p. 26. 
he cites from the Letter, the ſovereign reward 
+ which the divine Being promiſes to beſtow on 
the obedient, of his ſovereign good will and 
* pleaſure.” ' He ſays, this looks like over 
wages.“ So he compares the divine promiſes. 
of fovereign good will, to the popiſh dottrine of 
Jupererogation. I am aſhamed to ſay any more 
upon this. Let him glory in it. Let us proceed 
to ſome other parts of our Letter, againſt which 
f ooo rents 
In page 11. Rationality, free agency, free 
will, and man's capacity to obey the law, are 
exhibited as terrible bugbears; and p. 6. faith, the 
_ dittle horn in Daniel and the Revelation, * had a: 
mouth ſpeaking great things. But let us try 
mae, und begin mn ad 3 
Nationality. Our Letter, p. 4. ſays, that man, 
being a rational creature, has a capacity of be- 
ing governed by a law.” This I believe. Who. 
can the face to deny it? Need we ſcripture 
to prove it? It is eaſy to produce plenty. Come, 
Jet us reaſon together, faith the Lord.” II. i. 18. 
Were I to ſay, that to cite paſſages of ſcripture 


o 


> hh: ta. | 


t prove that man is a rational creature, would 
be to upbraid the reader, &c.“ probably ſome 
unhappy turn or other would be given to it. But 


1 will now hazard that. Law and goſpel, the 


whole ſcripture, and all the tolerably human laws: 


in the world, ſhew: that man is capable of being 


governed by A law. Our Letter lays, by a 1 


indefinitely, that is, by any, law, then by the mo- 


ral law, which is the beſt, being perfect. I know 


Mr. B. does not allow the law to be perfect, 


p. 23, where he produces what is ſaid of the ty- 
pical law, to prove the imperfection of the moral 


law: ſuch kind of proofs appear in other places. 


Page 14, he ſays, „As condemned criminals, we 


are bound to ſuffer the puniſhment which the 
+ Jaw requires. If man has not rationality, nor 
capacity to be governed by the law, how can the 


law condemn him? And can any ſay, that it is 


not reaſonable for the believer to taxe the whole 


word of God, as the rule of his conduct, when 


Jeſus ſaith, If ye love me, keep my command- 
ments ? Is not that reaſonable ſervice? Rom. 


X11. 1. Jo i isl. 


Free agency is the next article of ridicule. The 


Letter, p. 4, ſays, If man were not a free agent, 
but acted from invincible foreign agency, againſt 
his will, certainly there would be neither ſin nor 


+: holineſs. in his actions. — This is by Mr. B. 


tranſcribed very emphatically, in Italics and ca- 
pitals, as very obnoxious; probably, to ſhew how 


inconſiſtent this is with perſonal election, &c. 


For in p. 10. he ſays, To me it ſeems impoſſible 
to reconcile man's free agency with eternal and 


perſonal election, and particular redemption.” 
If, to him, it ſeems impoſſible, I cannot help 


that: to me it ſeems not only poſſible, but very 
; eaſy, 
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daſy. So different are the ien of readers! He 
gives no reaſons why they do not ſeem to him re-. 


. concilable, or conſiſtent. 'I might follow his ex- 


ample and go on, as he did: yet I think it fair to 
inform the reader what I mean by free agency. 1 
do. not intend by it, the wild rant we have in our 
Author s introduction, p. 6, as if we pretended to 
a power of ourſelves, independent of God, to 


fulfil the law, or do any thing we thought proper. 


Such a free agency as that would ſoon prompt us 


to caſt off the law wholly, and ſay like Mr. B. 


« We need not the written lav of ten command- 
« ments to regulate our conduct.“ Nor do I mean 
by 1 it, that man, in his corrupt ſtate, has a free diſ- 
poſition to that which is evangelically good; nor 
that even the regenerate man is free from many 
obſtructions to perform what he is diſpoſed to do. 
When I fay, that man is a free agent, I mean that 
he naturally acts freely, and that he always has 
power ſo to do, while he has the proper exerciſe 
of his reaſoning faculties. See a ſcripture inſtance. 
in Acts v. 4. Says Peter to Ananias, © Whiles it 
„% remained, was it not thine own ? and after it 
« was ſold, was it not in thine own power ?” Here 
Ananias was a free agent, at full 8 either to 
ſell the land or not; and when he fold it, he was 
at equal liberty to give all the N ahevgt or part, or 
none of it, to the common ſtock. But poor 
Ananias could not manage that private aft of faith, 
while he ſpoke thoſe untruths, fo as to be juſtified 
at the ſame. tame, as our Author ſays Rahab was, 
while her works were,“ e her country 
and telling hes.” 

Take another inſtance :- Some months before 
the meeting at Aulceſter, Mr. B. came to Leo- 


ing 


en as before oblerved, and talked ak n ; 


18 


ing in the ſtreet, late in the evening. I told him, 
it would be rather improper: for him to preach. 


there in the dark; and propoſed my -pulpit to 
him. I left him to his own liberty; fo he was 


then a free agent, and he prudently choſe the 


pulpit. Again he uſed his free agency, and never 
came to it any mere. He was at that timè wel- 


come to it; and we are not diſpleaſed wich him 


now for not coming. In that fenſe we are all free 


agents. The ungodly att. freely in the way te. 


ruin: but in the day of God's regenerating power, 


the ſinner is brought to forſake freely his former 


ways, and as freely to chuſe the way of life. If 
Mr. B. does not underſtand theſe things, and fee 


it eaſy to reconcile them with eternal and perſonal 


election, and particular redemption, &c. I am 


forry for him, and with him more light, though 
he boaſts of ſo much. But if he underſtand the 


ſubje&, and talk as he does, he is the more cri- 
Free will is the next article at which he fnegrs; 
When J aſſure the reader, that the phraſe free 


will is not in our Letter, what can juſhfy Mr. B. 


for fathering this brat of his own upon us? Pro- 
bably he thought it would much help to expoſe us. 
But I think that his aſſerting, as one of our 


grounds, that which is not in the Letter, ſhould - 


expole him. It ſeems, he concluded that a free 
agent muſt have free wiz, I am under no obliga- 
tion to ſay much upon tms article. As he thought 


let him make his advantage of it, = 


proper to hug it in, he ſhould'take it out again, or ; 


His fourth article is man's capacity to obey the 


law. This is a capital article in Mr. B.'s book. 
He harps much upon this ſtring, it is ſo muſical 


to him. It was unhappy enough for him, that 
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this was not to be found in dur Letter; but he was 
obliged to procure it, and make much uſe of it in 
his Tract. When this is done, he ſays, To me 
it ſeenis impoſſible to reconcile man's capacity 
to obey. and keep the law with original ſin. Ag 
that impoſſibility is of his own framing, let him 
manage it as well as he can. It ſeems Mr. B. read 
our Letter in a very careleſs manner, when he 
could ſay, It is poſitively and expreſsly affirmed 
in the Baptiſt Letter, that man has a capacity of 
being governed by, and obeying the law.“ p. 10. 
I poſitively and expreſsly deny this. Vet in p. 16. 
he ſays, It muſt certainly diſcover the groſſeſt 
« 1ynorance of the nature, end, extent, and ſpiri- 
4 tuality of the law, to affirm, that any of the 
fallen ſons and daughters of Adam (except the 
« God-man) could poſſibly fulfil the law. To af. 
« firm this, is truly Antinomianiſm: for who is 
n againſt the law, ſo much as he who affirms, that 
« fallen man can perſonally keep it, yea fulfil it?“ 
One might expect, from all this, and much more 
of the ſame kind, that our Letter abounds with 
this capacity and ability to keep, obey, and fulfil 
the moral law. But is it not amazing and ſhock- 
ing, that any man can write at this rate? and 
much more. ſo, that any perſon profeſſing Chrif- 
tianity, and in the miniſtry of the goſpel, talking 
of what he does, can do ſo; when our Letter 
does not ſo much as once mention capacity in 
fallen man to keep, obey, and fulfil the law; but 
only and conſtantly of being governed by a law ? 
See more of this above. But capacity of being - 
governed by a law, is not ſo much as once men- 
tioned among what he calls © grounds upon which 
4 the law is to be eſtabliſhed as a rule, p. 11. 
Perhaps there never were ſo many groſs falſehoods 
by 4 | repeated 


4# 


repeated in ſo r eee, Goſpel Miz 
niſter before. I wiſh him convittion, 'repentance; 
and pardon. He acts ſufficiently againſt the moral 
law. In his iith page he talks freely of the erro- 
neous drunkards of Ephraim. One would think he 
himſelf was rather giddy when he wrote the paf- 
fage laſt cited; in which he ſays, To affirm that | 
any of the fallen ſons and daughters of Adam 
( except the God-· man) could poſſibly: fulfil the . 
& Jaw.” J appeal to the reader, whether the paren- 
theſis does not repreſent Emmanuel as one of the 
fallen ſons of Adam. I make no remark upon it: 
as I believe it was inadvertency : nor is this the 
only one in the Book, though this does not ap- 
pear to me a very ſmall one. e 
I proceed to another inſtance of the fair dealings 
of our generous antagoniſt. Pages 2, g, our Letter 
mentions © the immoveable baſis on which the 
* authority of the law is built; which conſiſts of 
theſe articles, The glorious character of thebleſſed 
„God, The intimate relation in which men ſtand 
to him, — The great and innumerable benefits 
* they have received from his munificence. Their 
* capacity of being governed by a law, —And the 
„nature of the moral law.” Then theſe articles are 
briefly explained. But Mr. B. in p. 11. as noted 
already, ſays, Theſe are the grounds upon which 
the law is to be eſtabliſhed as a rule, rationality, i 
free agency, free will, and man's capacity to obey 
« the law.” Now what our Letter calls a 543, 
conſiſts of five articles. Mr. B.'s Letter does.not _ 
meddle with one of them; ſo the fabrick muſt ſtanſdd, 
for any thing he has done to it. But he mentions 
four new articles, which he calls grounds. The two 
former of them are mentioned in our Letter, but 
not as a baſis, nor as grounds. Though he fabricated 
. C 2 - .. them. 
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are not in our Letten at all, but are entirely 
his own. I now proceed to the objections ſtated to. 
the phraſe, The law a rule of life, or condutt, to 


«Ka- hever,” p. 12. . 


The firſt depends on our ſaying and affirming, 
that fallen man has a capacity of fulfilling or keeping 
the law. That is abſolutely denied already. Let him 
prove that, if he can. We do not aſk in the Letter, 
why the law was given, if man could not keep it?? 
as he ſays, p. 1g. but I aſk now, Why mount Sinaĩ 
is fixed upon, as the place and time where the law: 


was given, as in page 14. and not Paradiſe, as in 


p. 14, 15. where, and when Mr. B. readily admits, 
that . man had power to keep the la and a capacity 
to be governed by it? Our Letter mentions the 
law of creation. He ſays, page 153. Now, as tranſ- 

4 greſſors, all are equally concluded under fin.” 
To this we agree. In the ſame page he ſays, * It is 


certain, that the law given upon mount Sinai 
was in ſubſtance the ſame as that given to Adam 


„ in the garden.” That is readily admitted. The 


diſtinction now between the law as a covenant, and 


the ſame law as a rule, has been ſpoken to already. 


He ſays, To ſay that the believer is under the 


law, is unſcriptural.” Was not he a believer who 
ſaid, „Being not without law to God, but under 
< the law to Chriſt ?“ 1 Cor. ix. 21. Did not the. 


apoſtle delight in the law, and /erve it? Rom. vii. 
22. 25. But he will not admit the diſtinction, he 
ſays, for the reaſon given in- our Letter.“ The 
reaſon recitedsby him, p. 16. is his on invention, 


and not to be found in our Letter. Had it not been 


for his own interpolations, this writer _ have 


fpared his labour, To all he bath ſaid, in {1 #4 


Z 

wo prove. +thutihe law was not given upon 
_ « poſition that man could keep wy 1 L mar 

Jaw of creation, eee e 
in the certain led t man 
could —.— — the Fall. This 1 by 
Mr. B. himſelf: ſo his en here is 9 beſide 
the ſubject. 

His ſecond objection to our aſſertion, that the 
© law is a rule of life or condu& to a believer,” is, 
That the believer is abſolutely and entirely de- 
livered from the law, p. 18. It is repeatedly ac- 
knowledged, that he is ſo delivered from the law: 
as a covenant of works, or life; and therefore from 
the condemnation denounced by it. As a covenant 
of works, andin reference to chr an he 18 dead 
to the law, agreeable to. what our author ſays. In 
te ſame page, he quotes the Bree, pallage :. A 

Wbere there is no law, there is no tranſgreſſion.“ 
Then he ſays, Now Chriſt, in his fleſh, Sbolihed 
4 the law.” What law is ſo. aboliſhed? The cere- 
monial or typical law of ſacrifices, &c.. the end 
being anſwered for which it was * The 


curſe of the moral law is aboliſhed, as to every true 


believer in Chriſt. To ſay that the moral law is 
abohthed, is unſcriptural with a witneſs, The con- 
uence of this poſition is, That the believer now: 
bus no rule of conduct, of worfhip, &c.: conſe- 
quently he is guilty ot no fin at all, while a believer. 
Js not this libertine Ant:noman/m ? Where there 
is no law, there is no tranſgreſſion; for fin is not 
ed when there is no law. Rom. iv. 15. and v. 
19.—1It ſeems, that it is low indeed, « To ſay, thatthe 
« believer needs the written lau of ten command- 
ments toregulate his conduct. Pray what canbe fo. 
obnoxious to a believer in thoſe ten words ? Should. 


| be not adhere to one God? abſtain from idols? re- 


vere: 
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) 7 
vere dhe divine name ? obey parents? abſtain from 
murder; adultery; ſtealing; falſe gears and 


covetouſneſs ? Are theſe inconſiſtent with the law 
| of. the Spirit of life? omit here the ; fourth com- 
mandment ; not becauſe I do not believe it a rule 
of conduct to a behever, but as I will not here 
enter upon the debate about the Jewiſh and 
Chriſtian ſabbath. I remember his quibble; if it 


will help his proof, let him make the beſt of it. 


Pr ofanity, &c. 1 


The po ition, that Chriſt hath aboliſhed the law, 
as a rule of conduct, is pregnant with abſurdities, 


5 2 
7 8 1 


His objections in page 2 1. are not in our Letter, 


ſo We may let them paſs on to others who may 


frame them. Yet a few remarks may be made 
upon his anſwers. P. 22. he fays, I mult ſuppoſe 


_ * that thoſe who are ſo fond of the law, never 


heard the voice of the law ſpeaking in their 
* conſcience.” And what if L were to ſuppoſe, that 
thoſe who are not fond of the law as a rule, never 
heard aright, either the voice of the law as wounding, 


or of the goſpel as healing? But the truth is, where 


the curſe of the law is removed by the blood of 
Chriſt, there is nothing terrifying in the law. It is 
Jove to God, and love to man. If Mr. B. were more- 


Fond of it in that view, it would be more to his 
credit as a Chriſtian miniſter. The apoſtle: ſays, 


« His commandments are not grievous: Yet they 
ſeem very grievous to ſome, But after all this, Mr. 
B. ſays, p. 2g. There is not a commandment in the 
law, which is not more clearly expreſſed in the 


42 7 Thy of the goſpel; and p. 24. The believer 


has the law written in the fleſnly table of his heart. 
Pray let it be taken in this ſenſe, then the great 


outery againſt our Letter is quite needleſs.— 


Does not our Letter ſufficiently acknowledge that 


« the 
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the covenant of works, as to a believer, exiſts 


% no more under the form of a law?“ Where then 
is the propriety of repeating that fo often, p. 25. 
and elſewhere, unleſs it be to throw duſt in the 
eyes of the unwary reader ? It is evident we plead- 


not for the law as a covenant, but as a rule. 


— f . \ ».. ok bag . 3 5 0 1 5 EE? 4 * 14 2 
Ho impertment and inconclufwe the talk in 
page 27-! Dbes he not know, that our Letter 


ſpeaks of the law of creation? Was not that, in 


the hand of the Spirit, to regulate the conduct of 
the elders, many more than 430 years before the 
legiſlation on Sinai? Does he not aſſert, p. 15. 
that the law given upon Sinai was in ſubſlance 
the ſame as that given to Adam ? that in the ten 
commandments nothing was * ſuperadded to the 
law given to Adam: and that what was a ſin 
after the law upon Sinai, was a ſin before that 
« Jaw was given?” Did the finger of Jehovah, 
writing upon that mountain, render the law fo 
obnoxious to us, when the curſe is taken away ? 
In the connection the words there ſtand, Ithink 


it little better than profane to ſay,” "The Spirit 


« ſurely is a ſufficient - guide without any other 
« direttion or aſſiſtance.” As if the Holy Spirit 
did not guide by his own word; all ſcripture being 


given by divine inſpiration, and the moral law in E 


our Letter containing every thing of a preceptive 
nature through the Bible. e 85 

All that Mr. B. ſays, p. 28. is beſide his ſubject. 
It is very well, to acknowledge that * religion 


« obliges to morality ;” and that there may be 


morality without true religion ; but that the latter 


can never be where the former is wanting. This is 


a good confeſſion ; though it may be difficult even 


for Mr. B. to reconcile it with what he faith in 


p- 31, where Abraham and Rahabare ſaid to be 
LORE I. To mn 
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| "Ivy are not perſons to look into themſelves 


Jultiied. by their a Gich, while den enden | 


5 wa contrary to the moral law. 


That true faith is the gift of God. as noted TY 

30. we ever maintain: but we abſolutely deny 
the poſi N ns af og many runs Mus; The | 
& work of which St. can. mean 


„ nothing elſe, but the. Don's or act of faith.“ We 


further maintain, that true faith will ever lead 
the ſubject of it to take the word of God for che 
rule of his conduct. | 

To maintain. that the preceptive part of holy 
ſcripture ſhould regulate the believer's conduct, 
is no attempt * to fet up man's perſonal righteouſ- 
« neſs to the effetiual excluſion of the righteouſ- 
% neſs of Chriſt, as p. gg. untruly inſinuates. Let 


any impartial reader judge, whether our Letter be 
chargeable with making ſuch an attempt. To come 


to reſt and peace by any evidence, without obe- 55 
dience to the word of God, and ſanclification, is 
fatal preſumption. The Holy Spirit doth never 
evidence the juſlification of an unholy, diſobe- 


dient deſpiſer of the moral law. —Perſons ought 


to look into themſelves for a new heart, true 
faith, &c. and be taught to do ſo. GHG theſe, 
they unavoidably look unto Chriſt preached to 
them, as directed in the goſpel: bot being deſ- 

titute of theſe, they do. not look to Chriſt 12 ving- 
Iy nor evangelically, whatever their deluſions nh 
be.—In the very next paragraph, Mr. B. fays, p. 
33. © That there 1s a defire and diſpoſition in the 


mind of every true believer, ariſing from a ſenſe 


« of God's love, and maintained by his Spirit, to 
4 live in conformity to the divine will, and con- 


4 tinually to enjoy communion with God, is ever 
« to be inſiſted. upon, as the effect of faith.” 


for 
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The that * deſire and diſpoſition ?” And hom are- 
they to know the divine will,” but by the pre- 


ceptive part of the ſcripture? The*law, conſider- 
ed merely as a rule of conduct, has no curſes. 


To conclude: The beſt conſtruQtion I can put: 


upon Mr. B.'s performance is, that he read our 
Letter very ſuperficially, and did not take much 
care to underſtand it. If he perverted it as he did, 
deſignedly, it was very baſs indeed. But that we 
2 now leave. To his own Maſter he ſtandeth- 
or falleth.. þ 


Leominſter, 


September 104%, 1788. N 


THE END. 
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